Introduction.
In a recent paper [2, 2. Proof of the necessity of condition (7). The method is this. We assume that (7) is not true, in the sense that at least one of the upper densities A(k) is less than 1. Then we prove the existence of a function/(z) not identically equal to zero, but satisfying all the conditions (4), (5) and (6) which evidently satisfies (6). That it also satisfies (4) follows from Lindelof's Theorem ([l, p. 27]). It only remains to estimate the type on the imaginary axis. Writing°°
we have 00 ( y2e~2Uk\ (io) log Miy) = 22 log < l + -\ ; The function thus satisfies (5) and the proof of the "necessity" part of the theorem is complete.
3. Proof of the sufficiency of condition (7). Here we use a method quite similar to that used by Rubel ([2] ) in proving Theorem A and consequently the working is almost the same. In order to prove that (7) is a sufficient condition we prove that We assume that (11) is true and then prove that any entire function satisfying (4), (5) 4. In the above, the hypothesis that (rkn) is a set of positive integers is used only in the sufficiency part of the proof. Relaxing this condition, we can assume that (rkn) is any set of positive real numbers satisfying the separation condition: (12) rk,n+i -rk,n ^ a > 0.
By arguments quite similar to the above, it is now easy to establish the following Theorem C. Let f(z) be an entire function satisfying 
